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M.H. ("Mother") appeals the circuit court's judgment terminating parental rights to 

her daughter, Q.A.H.  The circuit court terminated Mother's parental rights under 

Sections 211.447.5(2), (3), and (6), RSMo. Cum. Supp. 2012, on grounds that Mother 

had a mental condition that rendered her unable to care for Q.A.H. and that Mother had 

also failed to adequately provide support for Q.A.H. Mother contends the judgment 

should be reversed because it is unsupported by clear, cogent, and convincing 

evidence on the three statutory grounds for termination.   

REVERSED AND REMANDED. 

Division Three holds: 

The grounds relied on by the circuit court in terminating Mother's parental rights 

are not supported by clear, cogent, and convincing evidence.  A termination of parental 

rights must be based on evidence concerning the conditions that exist at the time of 



termination and a consideration of future harm to the child by a continued relationship 

with the parent.  Here, in terminating Mother's parental rights to Q.A.H., the circuit court 

did not consider facts as they existed at the time of termination, nor did the court 

conduct an adequate prospective analysis of potential future harm.  Accordingly, we 

reverse the judgment terminating Mother's parental rights and remand the cause to the 

circuit court, which retains jurisdiction over Q.A.H.  
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